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I T’S A TLQNG, compficatea story, but suffice it 
to say that a while back someone accused me 
of committing an act of heinous bigotr^^ The per- 
son making the accusation either had his facts 
wrong or confused me with someone else or, for 
reasons of his own, simply made up the whole 
thing. I don’t know.. All I know is that I found 
out' the hard way how hard it is to prove a nega- 
tive — in this case that I was not a bigot. 

You run across this sort of thing all the time 
and if it has a generic term then it could be called 
something like the when-did-you-stop-beating-your- 
wdfe syndrome. Sometimes you see an example of 
that sort of thing when a man has a feminine 
characteristic or two and then feels compelled to 
somehow prove that he is not a homosexual. 

Sometime, though, this sort of thing becomes a 
politLeal movement. T3iat happened in the 1950s 
when peonle were fond of proving disloyalty by 
saying, “If he walks like a duck and talks like a 
duck, he must-be a duck.’’ The logic in this ■was 
. that if you had unpopular views and if those views 
happened to coincide withe the view of the Com- 
munist Party, you were, natch, a communist It 
may seem hard to believe now, but some people 
lost their lievlihoods as a result of this wonderful 
reasoning. 

now DeL Walter E. Fauntroy (D-D.C.) to 
^vj.ve tnis sort of thinking. He said that he sus- 
pected some of the reporters covering the House 
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Assassinations Committee on which he sits being 
CIA^ agents or “operatives” out to torpedo the in- 
vesrigations into *the assasinati<jns of Martin 
Luther King and President Kennedy. By w^ay of 
proof, he offers the following logic: The CIA, he 
says, would like the committee to disappear, some 
reporters have written stories indicating that that 
might not be a bad idea, so therefore the reporters 
are doing the CIA’s work for it. Tcj put it another 
way, if journalists report like ducks and write like ■ 
ducks then they must be — druniroll, please — ■ 
ducks. I 

Now there are some matters to be considered I 
here. In the first place, Walter Fauntroy is not 
your basic mud slinger. In fact, most of the time 
he had neen a cautious and prudent! politician who 
has not become the District of Columbia’s first 
representative in Congress by running off at the 
mouth. The second thing to consider is that Faun- 
troy was both a friend and associate of the late 
Dr. King’s. Maybe he knows something we don’t. 

So I called him and asked him \ihat reason he 
had to suspect that some of the ixsporters cover- 
ing the committee were CIA “operatives”— the , 
word he used with me. What he said, not to leave r 
you hanging, is that he had precioiJis little reason 
to suspect anything of the sort. What he had, he 
said, were newspaper stories frcnjt 1973 report- 
ing that some agents were posing las journalists, 
some bona-fide journalists did occaiionai contract 
work for the CIA and still other jbunialists had 
no monetary relationship at all wiih the govern- 
ment, but merely swapped information v/ith the 
agency while stationed overseas. Thb stories iden- 
tified two reporters as being in 4e latter cate- 
gory and one of them, it turns out, is Jeremiah 
O’Leary of The Washington Star, a journalist who 
from time to time has covered thej assassination ^ 
committee. Kind of takes youi" breath awav I 
doesn’t it? I i 


And that, folks, is it. Fauntroy could name no 
other names and the one he did name turns out 
to be not an “operative” at ail, \thatever that 
means, but a reporter accused of nothing more 
than svmpping information. So thei “few” Faun- 
troy mentioned in the television interview turns 
out to be one, and the one turns out to be far short 
of a spook. i 

“That’s all I know,” Fauntroy! said, when 
pressed. “I would like to know^ more about it. I 
certainly would. All Fm saying is that I recall the 
name. It’s interesting that a journalist who w^as 
reporting at least to be a CIA operative a few 
years ago, is writing stories about tlje committee. 
I think it might at some point be the subject of 
an inquiry.” ' 


i\ow^ the routine thing to do if this was a news 
story would be to call up the repprbrs involved 
and ask them point-blank if they art CIA opera- 
tives They would, of course, say that they are 
not I could then ask them if they ceased being 
CIA operatives about the time thty ceased beat- 
ing their wives. You get the point * 

But Fauntroy does not. He does not seem to 
appreciate that he has made a reckless charge 
that he might be accused of loose tali of making 
baseless statements, of headlme-huntlng— of at- 
tempting to intimidate the press. Not saying of 
course, that Fauntroy is doing any*' of this. 

Just saying I thought I heard him quack. 



